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[Plates II-IV] 



I. The Parthenon 

The Parthenon was begun during the political contest be- 
tween Pericles and Thucydides, the son of Melesias (Plutarch, 
Pericles, 12). The decree which authorized the construction, 
dating probably from soon after 450 B.C., has never been dis- 
covered, but numerous fragments, seventeen of which may now 
be accepted as correctly identified, have been from time to time 
attributed to the stele containing the actual expense accounts. 
It was Kohler who discovered the first clue ; to a series of seven 
fragments assembled by Kirchhoff (Monatsb. Berl. Akad. 1861, 
p. 860; I. G-. I, 300-311), referring to a construction which was 
carried on through a period of at least fourteen years, begin- 
ning with 447/6,2 Kohler {Ath. Mitt. 1879, pp. 33-35) united 
four others (one of them mistakenly),^ of which two mention 
marble for pediment sculptures. Kohler's identification is now 
almost universally accepted.* To his ten authentic fragments 
additions have been made by 

Foucart — three new pieces — including I.Cr. I, 300-302 a, 

1 1 am greatly indebted to Dr. B. Leonardos, formerly curator of the Epi- 
graphical Museum at Athens, for the opportunity to study these accounts on 
the original stones, and to Dr. A. D. KeramopouUos, the present curator, for 
permission to publish the already known pieces and to add some new fragments 
of the accounts of the Propylaea. 

2 The date of these fragments had previously given no hint, because it was 
then supposed that the Parthenon was begun before 454/3, and to it were 
assigned the fragments /. G. I, 284-288 (Kirchhoff, Mem. d. 1st. 1865, pp. 129^ 
142; Michaelis, Parthenon, pp. 287-288). 

8 I.G. I, 111 ; 297 a and &, suppl. p. 37 ; 311 a, suppl. p. 74. The iirst of 
these, I, 111, does not belong with the others ; the letters are too widely spaced. 

* Bannier alone in recent times speaks of this inscription as unidentified 

(Eh. Mus. 1906, p. 220). 
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suppl. p. 147, and two pieces wrongly assigned, /. Cr. I, 312-313, 
331 (B.C.H. 1889, 174-178), making thirteen in all.i His 
results were followed by Michaelis (^Arx Athenarum,^ A.E. 10). 

Bannier — four new pieces — adding I. Cr. I, 220-221 {Bh. 
Mas. 1906, p. 223) and I. a. I, 327 {Ath. Mitt. 1902, p. 304), 
and two pieces wronglj^ assigned, I. Gi. I, 330, and /. Q-. II, 4323, 
suppl. p. 293 {Rh. Mus. 1906, 221; 1908, 429, 434).2 

Cavaignac — two new pieces — adding Fig. 20 and Fig. 26 
above, of his Etudes sur Vhistoire financi^re d'Athenes au V' 
Steele (pp. 1, Ivi, Ix, Ixii, and pi. II.), to Foucart's eleven 
authentic pieces, and one of Bannier's (Z Gf-. I, 327), rightly 
discarding Foucart's /. G. I, 312-313 (I.e. p. Ixv) and 331, but 
unfortunately omitting Bannier's I. Gr. I, 220-221 ; his total 
was fourteen pieces. 

Woodward — two new pieces (B.S.A. 1909-10, pp. 187-198). 

For convenience I number the seventeen authentic pieces 
(Cavaignac's fourteen, Bannier's I. Gr. I, 220-221, and Wood- 
ward's two new pieces) as follows : A = I. Gr. I, 220-221 ; B = 
297 a ; C = 297 S ; D + E = 300-302 ; F = 300-302 a; G = 303- 
305 ; H = 306-307; I = 308-309 ; J = 310 ; K = 311 ; L = 311 a; 
M = 327 ; N = Cavaignac, Fig. 20 ; = Cavaignac, Fig. 26 
above; P = B.S.A. 1909-10, p. 187; Q:= B.S.A. 1909-10, p. 
190. All of these seventeen fragments are now in the Epi- 
graphical Museum at Athens, even including I.Gf. I, 327 (M), 
which Bannier supposed to be missing (Ath. Mitt. 1902, p. 304). 
Of the five fragments wrongly assigned to the stele, two, I. (7. 
I, 111 and 312-313, are in the Museum, while three, I. Gr. I, 

330, 331, and II, 4323, are missing; two, I.G. I, 312-313 and 

331, belong to the Propylaea, while the others remain 
unknown. 

Five fragments of the Parthenon stele had been dated — 
J in 444/3 B.C. and I in 444/3-443/2 B.C., on account of the 

1 Both /. G. I, 312-313 and 331 belong to the accounts of the Propylaea, as 
we shall see (Part III). 

2 Neither I, 330 nor II, 4323 is now in the Epigraphical Museum at Athens ; 
actual comparison is therefore impossible. But I, 330 would require drastic 
emendation, and could not in any case be combined with I. G. I, 309, as Bannier 
proposed, this position being occupied by Cavaignac's new fragment N. II, 
4323, as represented in the Corpus, seems to preserve the width of the narrow 
edge as 0.12 m., while in the Parthenon stele it was 0.198 m. 
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names of the secretaries for the Hellenotamiae,^ and D + E ^ in 
434/3 B.C. and F in 433/2 B.C., on account of the names of the 
archons — and formed an unquestionable sequence, before 
Michaelis in 1901 attempted the first publication of the series 
as a whole (^A.E. 10). His result was hardly successful; he 
included I.Gi. I, 312-313 and 331, which really belong to the 
Propylaea, and refused Christ's dating of fragment I. Bannier 
suggested several combinations, as of B, C, and G (only B and G 
really go together) and placing A in the fourteenth or fifteenth 
year (actually the former). The first comprehensive recon- 
struction of the series was attempted by Cavaignac in 1908 (I.e. 
pp. 1-lxix, pi. II), on the basis of a study of the types of letter- 
ing as shown by squeezes ; he decided that the stele was about 
20 X 60 cm. in section and of great height, inscribed on the 
front (six years), the back (six years), and the left edge (three 
years). He failed, however, because of having used squeezes 
rather than the original stones; in three cases (D, I, and 0) 
fragments preserving the top or bottona of the stele are placed 
in the middle, and the marked differences of weathering on the 
back and front are completely disregarded ; it happens, there- 
fore, that he mistakes the reverse for the obverse of the stele, 
that he misdates (in some cases by as many as nine years) one 
or more faces of nine of the fourteen fragments that he employs, 
that he restores only one column instead of two on each broad 
face of the stele, and that he does not recognize that the fourth 
face of the stele was also inscribed. Cavaignac's publication 
brought out two new combinations, the joining of C to 0, and 
the association of I with N. The discovery of other combina- 
tions, coupled with the recognition of Cavaignac's errors, caused 
me to undertake, on the basis of the fifteen fragments known 
before 1910, a new restoration which was already complete 
when Mr. Woodward discovered the two new fragments which 
gave rise to his publication (B S.A. 1909-10, pp. 187-198); 
his own views as to the correction of Cavaignac's arrangement 
he was so kind as to withdraw in favor of my restoration, of 
which he publishes a description {I.e. pp. 188-190) and a 
diagram (I.e. p. 198). 

1 J. Christ, De publicis pop. Ath. rationibus, p. 34 ; cf . /. G. I, 236, 237. 

2 Joined by Klrchhoff in 1861, I.e. 
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Of the seventeen authentic fragments, four (D, F, G, and N) 
are opisthographic, and exhibit in common one face badly 
weathered, with granulation of the marble near the letters and 
with vertical grooves caused by the beating of heavy rains, while 
the opposite face has the surface beautifully preserved, but with 
the letters sometimes corroded where drops of rain in compara- 
tive quiet trickled down and lodged in them. We shall find 
reason for identifying the well-preserved face as the obverse, 
the other as the reverse of the stele. Of the thirteen frag- 
ments that are not opisthographic, five (A, E, I, J, and M) are 
from the better preserved face or obverse, and eight (B, C, 
H, K, L, 0, P, and Q) from the weatherbeaten reverse. 

On three of the fragments, D and + P,^ the original top 
surface, roughly dressed with the hammer and point, is pre- 
served. D has the entire thickness of the stone, 0.198 m,, so 
that the other two cannot be from the opposite face at the same 
corner ; these three pieces either were from two separate stelae 
or formed the two upper corners of a single stele ; the latter 
is certain, as appears from the uniformity of the marble grain 
and of the corrosion of the surfaces. The words and letters 
on these two upper corners of the badly weathered face cannot 
possibly be combined in one column of inscription, so that we 
must certainly restore two columns.^ Furthermore, to tliese 
three fragments from the upper corners may be joined five 
others which preserve parts of one of the narrow edges and of 
one or both of the broad faces. To D Kirchhoff had joined E, 
to which in turn I fitted accurately the fractures of A and H. 
To + P (joined by Woodward) Cavaignac had fitted C, and 
to this again I fitted F which had formerly been placed just 
below D -|- E.^ We now have two groups, each of four frag- 
ments, from the upper right and left corners of the stele, and 
preserving the upper portions of six columns, two on each 

1 The junction between these was made by "Woodward. 

2 This conclusion may be found repeated in Mr. Woodward's article (p. 180). 
2 The arrangement of F below D + E was the primary cause of Cavaignac's 

errors ; it brought writing characteristic of the obverse below that of the reverse, 
wherefore Cavaignac assumed that the upper half of what is properly the re- 
verse, being different in character from the lower half of the reverse which was 
continued (!) into the upper half of the obverse, must have been inscribed earlier 
and was therefore the obverse. 
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broad face and one on each narrow edge. The narrow edges 
contain the fourteenth and fifteenth years respectively, as ap- 
pears from the archons' names, so that the accounts of thirteen 
years must be distributed between the four other columns. 
+ P give the name of the first secretary of the senate for the 
year concerned as Ilet^taSe?,^ who appears also in the Propylaea 
account of 437/6 b.c. {I.G. I, 314); this must, therefore, be 
the eleventh year of the Parthenon series which began in 
447/6 B.C. Since + P form the head of the right-hand 
column of the weatherbeaten face, this column is obviously 
the fourth of the series of six, and the weatherbeaten face is 
the reverse of the stele ; for after only two more years both 
broad faces had been filled and the accounts could be continued 
only on the narrow edges. Column IV must have contained 
the eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth years; column III, also 
on the reverse, began likewise with a new year (fragment D ; 
cf. the discussion of the eighth year below), and must have 
contained the eighth, ninth, and tenth years. On the obverse 
appeared, therefore, the accounts of the first seven years. Frag- 
ments I and M, both of the obverse, preserve the bottom of the 
stele ; the latter has also a narrow edge of the stele at the right 
and so forms the end of column II and of the seventh year's 
account ; this conclusion is verified by the contents of M, ex- 
penses and the surplus which concludes each annual account. 
Fragment I cannot be combined with M and so forms the end 
of column I ; it ends in the middle of a year's account, the fifth 
year as appears from Christ's identification of the secretary for 
the Hellenotamiae. Column II therefore contained only half 
of the record of the fifth year and all of the sixth and seventh 
years ; the seemingly disproportionate length of column I will 
be accounted for when we observe that the second year was 
apparently omitted. 

Each annual account began with a prescript, followed by 
two series of entries, receipts (Xefi/xara) and expenses (ava'Kd- 
fiaTo). The first receipt was always that of the surplus from 
the epistatae of the previous year ; the last expense was the 
surrender of the new surplus to the epistatae of the next year ; 
besides the surplus in silver drachmae each always included 
1 Woodward, B.8.A. 1909-10, p. 188. 
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97^ gold staters of Lampsacus and Cyzicus which were never 
spent. The heading for the expenses was simply the word 
avaXofuiTa, occupying a line by itself. The heading for the 
receipts was a phrase, (towto/.?) Xefifiara ro iviavro (rotno) rdSe, 
incorporated with the end of the annual prescript ; the tovtok 
and TovTo were sometimes omitted because of lack of space, as 
in the third year and in the eleventh to fifteenth years inclusive 
(as read below). Each annual prescript (except the first) 
occupied the entire width of a column ; below the prescript the 
column was divided, forming a double column for each annual 
account, the left half recording only sums of money, the right 
half the items. ^ Each entry begins with a fresh line (unlike 
the Erechtheum accounts), regardless of where the previous 
entry terminated, so that the columns have no proper right 
edges. The letters, however, almost always observe the stoi- 
chedon arrangement, spreading only when the amount of avail- 
able space is excessive. The type employed in the reproduction 
of these inscriptions resembles closely that on the original 
stones, except that the E should have the three bars equal in 
length, and in M all four strokes should slope. 

The annual prescripts are completely preserved only for the 
fourteenth and fiteenth years (D and F); the fragments of the 
eleventh year (0 + P) show that there the same formula ob- 
tained, i.e., Tot? iiriaTaTeai hoi's iypafi/idreve iirl re? 

Se/eaVe? /SoXe? hei irporcK eypa/MfiaTeve iirl ap')(pvro<i 

'A6evaioicr(^iv). But fragments D (reverse), F (obverse), H 
(reverse), and N (obverse) all begin the prescript with E • • , 
EPI • • , or EPITE • • , and then after a gap appear the letters 
• • §HEI (fragment I). The restoration might be (1) 'Eirl re? 

apxe'i Ml (Kirchhoff, in I. a. I, 304), (2) 'Ett* re? e? 

apx^'i hei, as in some tribute lists and in the Propylaea accounts 
(used by Cavaignac for his ninth and tenth years), (3) 'Ett* 

re? dpxe'i re? e? hei, as in some of the tribute lists, 

(4) 'Ettj re? /8o\e9 hei (proposed by Woodward, I.e. p. 193, 
without analogy), or (5) 'EttI re? e? y8o\e9 hei, on the 

' The same arrangement is characteristic also of the Propylaea stele. In one 
earlier account (/.6r. I, 286), the money column is at the right of the item 
column ; in another {I.&. I, 289-296), the sums are mingled with the items as 
in the later accounts of the Erechtheum. 
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analogy of the last years of the Parthenon accounts (used by 
Kirchhoff for /. Q-. I, 309, and by Cavaignac for his first eight 
yeai's of the Parthenon). The solution is given by fragments 
G and 1 ; in G we read EAP[a/it/iaTei'e] and [tt/oSJTOS EAPA- 
\_fifjidTeve] in the first two lines, the latter referring to the first 
secretary of the senate and requiring the word /3o\e, so that 
Kirchhoff correctly used apy^e with the other secretary ; in I we 
read in the corresponding positions • • «]$ HEl and PPOTOS,^ 
again requiring a/3%e (formulae 1, 2, or 3) and /SoXe respec- 
tively. The second phrase of the prescript might then be 
restored, on the analogy of the Propylaea accounts, eVl re? 

(8oXe? hei Tr/aoro? iypaixfidreve,^ were it not for the fact 

that in the only two places at which the results can be tested, 
fragments G and I, the words eTrl re? /3oX,e? hei would occupy 
so much space as to leave none for the name of the first secre- 
tary of the senate,^ which would be absurd ; I therefore use the 
shorter form rei /3o\ei on the analogy of I. Q-. II, 867. Then 
the numeral must have appeared in the first phrase, which 
would have been like formula (2) or (3); only (2) is of the 
right length to fit the allowable projection of the prescript to 
the left of the item column in fragments I 4- N, of the fifth 
year,* and this may be retained as the invariable first phrase 

1 Kirchhoff read here, by an impossible contraction of the lines, ['Exi rh 

^oX?]§ HEI TIMOO[«os ]5 nPOTO[s ^7/>aM/i«iTeu6], whereupon 

Penndorf (De scriMs, p. 132) restored TIMOO[«os 'Aw^Xiio-Tioj^, identifying 
him with the father of Conon, and this was retained by Ferguson ( The Athenian 
Secretaries, p. 14) with the date ca. 435/4 derived from Michaelis. Cavaignac 
rightly expanded the lines, but rid himself of the secretary in the second line 
by reading p P0T0[7^»*s] ; yet a trace of the § of Tporos is actually preserved. 

2 This phrase in I.G. 1,314-315 is usually restored xal ivl res /3oXfr k.t.X.; 
but there is no space for the xal. 

3 That is, if the lines are restored by means of the combinations G + H and 
I + N, as discussed below. 

* On N, the prescript of the iifth year begins two spaces to the left of the 
money column of the year above, the fourth (cf. Cavaignac, Fig. 20) ; on J, 
the money column of the fourth year, as appears from the restoration of 
[^4pl§§H]EKTE) began sixteen spaces to the left of the item column of 
the same year (cf . Cavaignac, Fig. 21) ; on I it appears tliat the left edge of the 
item column shifted one letter space between the fourth and fifth years (cf. 
Cavaignac, Fig. 22). The prescript of the fifth year began then nineteen spaces 
to the left of the item column of the same year ; on I it appears that the item 
column begins under the E of HEI and EPI TE[s tt^mttcs dpx^]? H make 
up exactly the number of nineteen letters. 
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of the first ten annual prescripts. The rest of each prescript 
gave a list of the epistatae (omitted in the last five years) clos- 
ing, instead of opening as in the Propylaea accounts, with the 
word eiricrTdTcu. Finally came a phrase evidently beginning 
with HOIS (fragment I) and ending with [67/3]AI\/IMATEY[e] 
(fragment G),^ as if the person named were secretary to the 
epistatae, already named in the first line ; for this reason 
Kirchhoff and Cavaignac restored the same name in the first 
and fifth lines of the prescript on G ; but in the fifth year 
the two names in these positions were certainly different, 
TIMOO'[o9] and Ah • • • .^ Analogous are the tribute lists 
of 443/2 and 442/1 b.c. (J. a. I, 237, 238), when two secre- 
taries were attached to each board of Hellenotamiae ; the 
first iypafifidreve, the second 'x^avveypafifiaTeve, and the second 
we note was permanent, at least for two years ; the Erech- 
theum board of 408/7 had also a hvjroypa/jLfiaTetk, Pyrgion of 
Otryne (^I.G. I, 324, a, c). Traces of the name of this third 
secretary in the Parthenon accounts are preserved only in the 
fifth year, Ah • • • , which Kirchhoff restored A h[Tt«Xe9],3 caus- 
ing Michaelis to date the fragment wrongly as ea. 435/4 B.C.* 
In the eleventh year, however, fragment P gives the name of 
the secretary for the epistatae as AN I, tempting Woodward 
Q.G. p. 188)"^to restore 'ANT[t«\e9 'OeOev ?] EAPAMMATE[ve]; 
but to place the demotic before the verb is unusual, the spacing 
of AN I seems to indicate that there were twelve letters instead 
of thirteen before the iypafi/jLciTeve, and the last of these appears 
to have a vertical liasta (cf. Cavaignac, Fig. 26); I restore 
therefore 'ANT[tKXe? ;)^cru]NEAPAMMATE[w6]. This longer 
verb fills also the required space on G. There is no space for the 
Xcrvv- on the reverse of F which may be identified as a fragment 
of the twelfth year (see below), and in the thirteenth year (Q 
as identified below), where the end of the name is preserved,^ 
the x'^vv- is certainly omitted. It would appear, therefore, 

1 The unique last lines on the obverse of F, KAIHO • • • and POISI • • , 
will be discussed later (third year). 

2 It was to avoid the mention of three different secretaries in the fifth year 
that these first two lines have always been wrongly restored. 

' Rejected by Cavaignac. * Accepted by Ferguson. 

s Woodward reads • • • ]0S EAP[a/i«]MATEM (U. p. 193), but it is a 
vertical hasta, as for . . ] ES, that appears on the stone. 
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that Anticles attained the full secretaryship in the twelfth 
year. The annual prescripts may now be restored without 
difficulty ; the formulae are given below in tabular form : 

First Ten Tears Last Five Tears 

EttI res es i*PX" (Tojs) inaTdTeat 

hei iypafifjAreue hott 'AvtikXcs (x<ri?i')e7pa;ijU(iTeue 

T?< jSoXei ^Tri res (• • • es Ka() Sexdres jSoXes 

TrpoTos iypafi/xdreve hei TrpOTOs iypaiifidreve 

^iri dpxot^os 'AOevalouT(iv) 

(list of ca. 5 epistatae) 

^TTUTTdTai 

Aots (* AvtikKcs) x^^^yp^f^l^'^^^^ ( ) 

Toiroti \iii,pMTa to ^wavTO (toi)to) rdSe X^/i/iaro to ^wauTO (toi)to) rdde 

It is interesting to note that the change of the formulae coin- 
cides with the dedication of the chryselephantine statue and 
with the beginning of the Propylaea, and so perhaps marks an 
entire change in the administration of the Parthenon. 

The only fragment of the top of the obverse of the stele is D 
(/. G. I, 300), which appears in the seventh year of Cavaignac's 
scheme ; here the first five lines contain larger letters than the 
rest, seemingly part of the first annual prescript, though the 
preserved letters are at the top of column II ; this indicates 
that, as in the Chandler Inscription of the Erechtheum (J. 6r. 
I, 322) and, as we have good reason to believe, in the stele of 
the Propylaea, the first annual prescript extended across the 
entire width of the two double columns. The preserved letters 
are spaced 0.02 m. on centres; if the total width of the stele 
be taken as about 1.20 m., on the analogy of that of the Propy- 
laea (cf. p. xxx), we should have space for no more than fifty- 
eight letters in the longest line (1. 5) ; the first six lines may 
then be restored by following the analogy of the first prescript 
for the Propylaea, observing the stoiohedon arrangement. 

L- 1 — [Ilajo^cvov] 05 is ofEered merely as a suggestion, the official 
name of the temple at this period being uncertain. 

L. 3 — [Arr] I KU E§, Bockh (StacUsh.^ II, p. 305) ; this is rather the 
name of the first epistates ; there is here space for five epistatae, the 
usual number in the Parthenon, as in the accounts I.G. I, 289-296. 

It is interesting to note that in this inscription of the summer 
of 446 B.C. the /v and t appear regularly, perhaps for the first 
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COLUMN 1 

D^a/jT^tTCKTOvcsKaA.A.iK/jaTCSKailKTtvosKaieirterTaTaillap^EvovJw'S 

[]e/jya(rtas/lois-- - ----eyjoa/x/iaTcve--- ----eTrtTt/Aap;)(i8osajo;^JON 

[TosA^£vaioio-ivT£t/3oA.£ I ------ --7rjOOTOs£y/>a/x/xaT£ve------]|^E% 

[ ] 

[. . .. ... ..... .. . . .... . ftots- --- .... -T(o-vv£y/ja/x/xaT£v£A<^iS]NAIC 

[t o V t otsA.£j«./taTa to £ vtavTOTOv t o T a 8 e^ 

# * * 
F 4^ ^ |< (etc., first year) 

EPITI[sTptT£Sap;^£sA £1----- - - ---£y/3a/Xj«.aT£V£] 

35HAUAI[£UST£ i/3oA£i 7r/3oros£ypa/A/u,aT£V£--- 

§ T P A T [o s ] 

§AUAM[ivios '_ 

TIOSK/[-- -- . . -eiria-Tara 

KAIHO[ts X "' '" ^ ^ y P "■ !'■ t"- "■ ■'■^ "* K a I T L s ir p o T 

40 POI5l[v£irto-TaT£o-iT 0DT0isA£/i/<.aTaT0£viavT o T a S 

^ ^ - - - [^TT a p a T O V TT p O T € p O V € IT I <T T a T O V 

1^ ^["^3 [^ p V <T O (T T a T €p€iAap.<j><TaKCVif, I 

^[^[i]§5HEKTE] [;^/jvo-oo-TaT £/j£sKDZ|i/c£vot] 

* * * 

J — — r Al[a TO V IT p o T£/30v£iri«rTaTov] 

CI9 4^ ^1 ^ FY §[os T a T £ p£sAa/<.^(raK£Vot] 

75 [4^[11§§H]EKTE XPY§C<l[aT£p£sKvCiK£vot] 

P APATAMI 0[v 7t0lTaT£Se£0] 

[pMMMjippHHHAAhf- ETAM IEYONH[ois ] 

EAPAMMATEV[£ -j 

n APAHEUUEC" oTtt/niovAois] 

80 [MMMMjXXpHpAAr Mill STPOMBI X f-^[s e y p a p. p. a r e v e] 

X U U E I A ""[s] 

[.---]XXHAAAArhl-H^^^^. ^. ^^'- ^ 

"■ -^ EAPAMM/[t£v£ ] 
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time in regular use ^ ; in the spring of the same year /• and S 
had been used in the tribute list (^I.Q-. I, 233). 

The next prescript, on F (/. G-. I, 302 a), was in 11. 34-40 of 
column I, separated by a gap of twenty-eight lines from the 
first annual prescript, as may be calculated by its distance 
below the top of the stele. ^ This prescript I assign to the third 
year for the following reasons. We noted that in column I 
were accounts reaching to the middle of the fifth year. That 
of the first year occupies exactly as much space (averaging 
thirty-three lines) as the accounts in columns III and IV, 
though these contain only three years each; the fragments of 
the fourth and fifth years seem to be no less voluminous ; one 
of the first years was evidently therefore omitted, unless we 
are to accept the improbable solution that two annual accounts 
were very much abbreviated. In 1. 40 we read POlSI, hitherto 
uninterpreted, but which may be restored as [^toi<} Tr/jore] POIS I [i' 
eTTto-TaTecrt], as if the under-secretary wrote the following 
accounts both for the epistatae of the current year (KAI H0[t9]), 
and for those of the year before, i.e. for the second and third 
years. The probability that the omitted year was the second 
rather than the third is increased by the fact that in the second 
year came the revolt and campaign in Euboea, which Cavaignac 
too {I.e. pp. 76, 82, 87) supposes to have had some effect on 
the work. Michaelis had assigned this fragment to a supposed 
sixteenth annual account (432/1 u.c), when the work had, 
however, ceased ; Cavaignac, supposing it to be the third rather 
than the second prescript, accidentally Obtained what I believe 
to be the correct date, the third year. 

L. 33 — [rpiTts /ioXi's^, Cavaignac. 

L. 38— [2</.€t]TI0S, Cavaignac. 

L. 40 — TovTo, omitted for lack of space. 

Fragments d (I. Gr. I, 310) and N (Cavaignac, Fig. 20) -|- 1 
(^I.G-. I, 308), dated by the names of the secretaries for the 

1 They had appeared previously in the tribute list of 449/8 (/.(?. I, 2.S1), 
and 5 in the prescript of 453/2 b.o. (I, 227); cf. Roberts, Greek Epigraphy, I, 
p. 102. 

2 It will be remembered that F was fitted to C, the latter heing a piece of the 
top of the stele. 
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Hellenotamiae, give almost the complete account of the fourth 
year, without the prescript. The numbering of the lines is 
based merely on the average of thirty-three lines for each year. 

L. 75 — [^4|«]5§H]EKTE, restored from comparison with other 
years, locates the left edge of the money column. ' 

L. 77— [PMMM] \15aiHHHHAAhh, made stoichedon with 1. 75, 
and with the smallest amount possible ; any larger sum would require 
T, which was not used as appears from the trace of the last M. 

L. 80— [MMMM]XX[HH[aAAnillll, restored for reasons given 
below. 

L. 82 — XSEh[o&Kov], restored by Cavaignac (I.e. p. Ixvii), identi- 
fying them with the yfM<l>ai fmas who were active in this very year 
(Philochorus, Frg. Hist. Or. p. 398, 90). 

L. 84 — ''"P[t£poiroiov], suggested by Meyer, who prefers how- 
ever T[«x<"^<"o''] {Forschuv/jen z. alt. Oesch. II, pp. 100 n. 3, 104) ; 
cf. Andocides, III, 7. 

L. 85 — [pMMM]4, the only possible restoration, since I read 
the last figure as M, as does Cavaignac in his pi. II; others have 
read it A, as does Cavaignac himself at his p. 87. 

L. 96 — [T]05Eri51[aTas], Kirchhoff and Michaelis; Cavaignac 
(I.e. p. 88) supposes an allusion to the makers of epistylia, but such 
specialization seems unwarranted. 

L. 96 — rEYKINAK[ai iXdnm'], Cavaignac (I.e. p. 88, pi. II). 

The most important of the facts revealed by this account is 
the exact size of the receipt from the Hellenotamiae, obviously 
a part of the tribute from the Delian confederacy. It was 
evidently the use of this that caused the controversy between 
Pericles and Thucydides, and most writers, therefore, as Meyer 
(Forschungen, II, p. 99) and Furtwangler (Masterpieces, p.424), 
suppose it to have been a large amount. But it is noticeable 
that though the Hellenotamiae appear in the accounts of the 
fourth, fifth, and ninth years, and probably therefore contributed 
during the first ten years for the erection of the Parthenon,^ 
in the last five years they gave nothing. Froni 437/6 to 
433/2 B.C., we find that they devoted their attention to the 
Propylaea, and in the accounts of the Propylaea the sum they 
gave is specified as ^-^ of the annual tribute, the airapxe which 

1 The other seven (six) are so mutilated as to give no information. 
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was the rightful share of Athena (Z. Cr. I, 260).^ It is practically 
certain that this was the very sum which had been diverted 
from the Parthenon, and which had been expended for that 
building during the first ten years.^ Since Pericles therefore 
used only the cnrapxe in his constructions, and not the money 
in the treasury of the Confederacy, it would appear that the 
accusations by Thucydides were unfounded, a fact which would 
perhaps account for the victory of Pericles. With the knowl- 
edge that it is a sixtieth of the tribute, the exact amount is 
easy to determine. Pedroli (in Beloch, Studi di St. Ant. 
1891, pp. 101-207) estimates that in this Olympiad the total 
annual tribute amounted to 414 talents 5170 drachmae, while 
Cavaignac (I.e. pp. xliv, 91-92) gives 435 talents; the airapxe 
would have been 41486^ or 43500 drachmae, respectively. 
The nearest possible approach to this in our inscription is 
[M M M M]XX|FIH|aAAnillll, 42675| drachmae ; all other possible 
restorations vary so much from a sixtieth of any reasonable 
tribute as to be certainly wrong ; ^ we may then be certain 
that the total tribute in 444/3 B.C. amounted to 426 talents 
4550 drachmae. 

The remainder of column I is taken up by the prescript and 
receipts of the fifth year, fragments N (Cavaignac, Fig. 20) + 
I (/. Cr. I, 309), as dated by the name of the secretary for the 
Hellenotamiae ; Michaelis had, however, assigned I to about the 
twelfth year. 

L. 101 — [;8oA,e]5, KirchhofE and Cavaignac. 

LI. 101-102— T I MOO [cos 'Am.^AiWi]0§, Penndorf, de Scribis, 
p. 132 (cf. p. 60, note 1). 

L. 102— MATEY [e], Cavaignac. 

L. 102 — P POTO[y£Ves], Cavaignac. 

L. 104 — AN[Tt/cA.€s], Kirchhoff (rejected by Cavaignac). 

L. 109 — [7r]APATAIV[tov rSv res Oeo], Cavaignac. 

1 Furtwangler, to be sure, suggests that the sum given for the I'ropylaea was 
not the Airapxi but a second sixtieth {Masterpieces, p. 424 ; cf. Busolt, II, p. 568). 

2 Meyer's conjecture that the Hellenotamiae gave money for the Parthenon, 
for the buildings of the lower city, and for those at Eleusis (for all these except 
the Parthenon we have no evidence) , at the same time that they gave the sixtieth 
for the Propylaea, is disproved by my dating of fragments of the accounts for 
the Parthenon. 

3 The nearest are [MMMp] or [pp3XX], i.e. 37675| or 59675f dr. 
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L. 110 — EABA • • , a form of «y/3aivo, Cavaignac (I.e. p. Ixvii). 

L. 115 — X§E[vo8iKov], Cavaignac. 

L.116— TEIX [oirotSv] , Meyer (I.e. pp. 100 n. 3, 103) ; cf . Andocides, 
III, 7, and Plutarch, de glor. Ath. 8, Pericles, 13 ; Callicrates was 
at the head of these epistatae as well as of those of the Parthenon. 

The expenses of the same year appear at the top of column II, 
just below the first annual prescript, on D + E (/.6f. 1, 300). This 
and the following fragments of Column II are so fragmentary 
that they are printed here with little attempt at restoration. 

avoAo fj. a T a 

________ r'Ti 

________ -ON 

10 _____ 

* * « 

— — — — — — — — ^EPTE 

— — — — — — — — TOt 

20 — — — — — 

— — — — — — — OTIME 

— — — — — — Tt]\ETOYTO 

* * # 

L. 8 — [£pyoXa/3«a-a]NTI or similar, Cavaignac (I.e. p. Hi). 

L. 17— EPTE, Cavaignac. 

L. 21 — [tovtov] time, Cavaignac. 

Of the sixth year, we have only a few letters of the receipts, 
some appearing on A (/. 6?. I, 220), which we have joined to E, 
others on G (/. 6r. I, 305) which, as will appear from the re- 
verse (ninth year), falls in this position. 

# * * 

30 ________NTEN 

________ NEON 

________ lEI 

_________ I 

_________ AP 

35 P f'lpa — — — 

r _ _ _ 

A _ _ — 

O — — — 

ANAl,[ojnaTa] 

* # * 
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The fragment from the bottom of column II, M (ii G-. I, 327) 
gives us the conclusion of the seventh year (the sixth in Ca- 
vaignac's scheme); the numbering of the lines is based on the 
fact that this column ends seven lines higher above the bottom 
of the stele (0.195 m.) than does column I (0.088 m.). 

# * # 

[Ai^opyois T o]l K I ONON 

--]-OI§X§YUINOI§ 
- - - -] I TO 

105 --jTOHYPOrOUEl 

]I0 I^HYPOPAOI? 

[yr € p I e.y (V iT o T o € V I a V T oyr YTO 
\_\pv(rocrTaT£pi'iKaix<p(TaK]E. N I 
[^p V (T 0(TT aTC pe. ^^ V ^ t, K t V o]l 

(v a c a t) 

L. 102 — a payment probably for channeling columns. 
L. 103 — [«py]OI§, Cavaignac; this was probably work on the 
ceiling and roof. 

L. 106 — cf. the Propylaea stele, col. II, 1. 69. 

The eighth year begins on the reverse of the stele, in column 

III, fragment D (/. (r. I, 302); the first line is three lines 
lower, from the top of the stele, than is the first line of column 

IV. Fragment E, which should have the continuation of this 
account, is now badly worn and shows nothing. On the other 
hand, fragment L {I- Cr. I, 311 a), obviously from the reverse, 
cannot be assigned to the ninth, eleventh, or twelfth year be- 
cause it contains payments for stonework which are duplicated 
on fragments certainly to be assigned to these years ; these 
formulae for stonework on L differ completely from those used 
in the ninth to the twelfth years inclusive ; and the buying of 
ivory and silver, and the payment to gold workers, on L, must 
certainly antedate the selling of ivory, silver, and gold from 
the ninth year onward. By elimination then the only suitable 
year of the six on the reverse is the eighth ; here fragment L 
does not come into actual contact with any other fragment, but 
the length is such as to agree with the allowance of thirty-three 
lines to this year, as determined by the location of H, of the 



68 WILLIAM B. DIN8M00R 

ninth year. The last line is given by fragment G {I. Cr. I, 
303), which is discussed below. 

L. 7 — TE[i6pa<rios], the only possible demotic, if the line begins 
with a demotic. 

L. 21 — E[A.c<^s iovfBt], Cavaignac; confirmed by the traces of U 
and E; cf. I.G. I, 298, suppl. p. 146. 

L. 24 — probably work on the ceiling and roof, continued from 
the previous year. 

L. 29 — -perhaps for the painted decoration of mouldings, but 
more probably, when taken into connection with 11. 21-22, 30-31, 
for the pedestal of the Athena Parthenos, which contained decorar 
tions in ivory and gilded silver {I.G. II, 652 B, 15; 654 6, 6; 660, 
52; 661, 22; 676, 40; 701 ii, 60; 703, 10), and must have been 
finished along with the statue itself in this same year (cf. the 
account of the ninth year). 

LI. 30-31 — this work in silver might, like the ivory in 11. 21-22 
(cf. the accounts of the temple of Asclepius at Epidaurus, Baunack, 
Aus Epidaurus, 11. 64r-66), appear to be part of the decoration of 
the doorways {I.Q. II, 675, 4; 678 A, i, 29; 701 ii, 47; 704; 708), 
were it not that the doorways are not mentioned until the tenth year. 

L. 33 — possibly [Av]'"'^ ^[yo«]- 

For the ninth year almost the complete record is preserved. 
Fragment H we have fitted accurately to the bottom of E ; it 
contains the beginning of a prescript, in 11. 38-41 according to 
the distance below the top of the stele ; the line above this was 
blank, wherefore the eighth year must have ended in 1. 36. 
Bannier had correctly suggested (^Bh. Mus. 1908, p. 429) that 
B and G be associated on account of their contents ; he is fol- 
lowed by Cavaignac, but Woodward remains unconvinced (I.e. 
p. 195, n. 1); there is no actual point of contact. The date is 
given by the fact that, although this pair of fragments is cer- 
tainly from the reverse, the demotic of the secretary for the 
Hellenotamiae in G (Z Q-. I, 305) is [Paju.] N05IO[s] or [HayjNO- 
SIO[s],^ which can belong to none of the years of the reverse 
except the ninth ; the demotics of these secretaries for the five 
other years are known, the eighth HuySaSe? (Z Gh. I, 240), the 
tenth 'Axapv&k (I, 242), the eleventh Kepa/ieik (I, 243), the 
twelfth Alxcropeik (I, 244, 544), the thirteenth 'Axapvew (I, 

1 Hitherto wrongly restored [Mvppi] N 05 IO[s], for which there is not space. 
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316).^ The connection of H and G to form the prescript has 
already been discussed, and confirms the location of these frag- 
ments in the ninth year.^ The ninth annual account was com- 
posed therefore of H (J. (7. I, 306), G (I, 305), and B (I, 

297 a). 

L. 38 — [Eiri T«s apx^5 Mi], Kirchhoff. 

L. 38 — [Aiow(n']<t>IL.O§, rests only on the amount of space to be 
filled; ['ApicrTd]<l>IUO§ restored here by Cavaignac. 

L. 39 — nPO[Tos] hitherto restored, but B exists as the fourth 
letter. 

L. 40 — EAP[a|a|aaT£V£], the usual restoration, is impossible after 
the same word at the end of the preceding line; it must be some 
proper name. 

L. 41 — X§Y[5r£Todv], Cavaignac; this does not seem the proper 
place for a demotic. 

L. 42 — [ — <^i\o$ ey/)], Kirchhoff; ['Apttrrd<^iXos €-yp], Cavaignac. 

L. 48 — [MT)ppi]NO§IO[s], Kirchhoff, as discussed above. 

L. 49 — [apyvpio irpadivTo]^, restored because the number of letter 
spaces fits, and because the weight is omitted, as it should be in the 
case of unwrought silver. 

L. 50 — \Trpa6ivT']0HP , Cavaignac; perhaps [o-Ta^/x] ON P might 
be better. 

L. 51 — / [^pvdLo] ; Cavaignac saw here a trace rather of E. 

L. 53 — X§Yl,0N[7rpa^€i/To]l, Bannier; this was evidently surplus 
wood left from building the ceiling and roof in the two preceding 
years. 

L. 64 — EY<t>EP[o], probably the father of Ilpeiris (Aristophanes, 
Acham. 843; I.G. I, 225 k, suppl. p. 174; Ath. Mitt. 1894, p. 163). 

L. 55 — $AYPONC [s], who contributed also to the Propylaea in 
437/6 B.C. 

L. 69 — n EUTE.\Xid€v Kol K.T.A..], Kirchhoff; the Kail omit because 
of lack of space. 

L. 61 — [Ao8(ra-oi]OI§, Woodward (I.e. p. 191, n. 3), who, like Liddell 

1 For the two last see the discussions of the Propylaea accounts of the corre- 
sponding years. 

2 Bannier {Rh. Mus. 1908, p. 429 n. 2) had proposed that G and B be placed 
below C, which conflicts, however, with niy junction of C and F. Cavaignac 
(I.e. p. lix) rightly dated G and B in the ninth year by elimination, but rather 
accidentally, since he supposed that the secretary's demotic in the twelfth year 

was fK TO (7. G. I, 244 ; really Alx(roveis, cf. the Propylaea stele, col. 

I, 1. 63), and that the thirteenth year was on a narrow edge. Woodward would 
assign B to either the tenth or the thirteenth year. 
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and Scott, cites Xenophon, Cyr. VI, 2, 36 and Aeschines, 57, 27 ; 
a better analogy is the speech of Pericles (Plutarch, Pericles, 12), 
mentioning the employment of oSoiroiot on this very building ; cf. 
I. G. II, 834 c, 28, also Francotte, L'industrie dans la Qrice ancienne 
(II, p. 86), and Ferguson (Trans. Am. Phil. Assoc. 1904, p. 17). 

L. 62 — [«m ra KwXa], Woodward (I.e. 191-192) ; previous restora- 
tions were ivl tos ovos (I.G. I, 297 b) or im ra hvn-o^vyua. (I, 297 a). 

L. 63 — [t6s Ji^KovTas n]ENTEl' L[0£v] in previous readings. 

L. 65 — restored by Woodward (I.e. p. 192). 

The selling of gold and silver, to which ivory was added at 
least as early as 437/6 B.C., began in this ninth year (439/8) 
and continued until the close of the work. These materials 
were sold in such large quantities (cf . the fourteenth year) that 
they cannot have come merely from the pedestal of the chrysele- 
phantine statue; the epistatae of the Athena Parthenos must 
have turned over to the treasury of the Parthenon the surplus 
material remaining after the completion of the statue. We 
may be certain, therefore, of the correctness of the generally 
received view, which makes the date given by the chronogra- 
phers (Eusebius Armen. 440/39 B.C., Hieronymus 439/8, Philo- 
chorus 438/7) that of the completion of the statue, and not of 
its inception, as Pareti would prefer (^Bom. Mitt. 1909, p. 271 f.). 
The evidence seems to show merely that the actual work at 
least was finished in 439, though the dedication may have been 
postponed to the Panathenaic festival of 438 B.c.^ In this same 

1 In the dilapidated condition of the Geneva Papyrus (Nicole, Le proces de 
Phidias), little reliance can be placed on Nicole's and Pareti's rival readings 
of what are supposed to be archons' names, Mo[p]i'x'*''i' = [*A]>'t[i]oxWoi;, and 
[Ei)^u](/i)^i'ous = [■A]i/'e[i5]Sous. From these Nicole attempts to show that the 
statue was not quite finished even in 438/7. Pareti is even more revolutionary 
and would place all the work on the statue between 439 and 434, but his evi- 
dence (I.e. p. 278) is really adverse to his theory ; the sale of wood in the ninth 
year is hardly the surplus left from the frame of the statue, which would have 
been a petty amount, but rather that left from the ceiling and roof constructed 
in the seventh and eighth years ; the sale of surplus gold and ivory does not 
begin in 434/3, for gold was first sold in the ninth year (439/8), ivory perhaps 
in the tenth and certainly in the eleventh (437/6), when according to Pareti's 
view the epistatae should really have bought gold and Ivory. The actual expense 
accounts of the statue (I.G. I, 298 and suppl. p. 146, I, 299, 299 a, and 556), 
which might be expected to settle the matter, unfortunately cannot be dated ; 
they are probably of the years between 443/2 and 439/8 B.C. They Include 
receipts from the treasurers of Athena, who in 443/2 ceased to contribute to the 
Parthenon. 
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year, 439/8, the completion of the statue was succeeded by the 
beginning of the pediment sculptures.^ In this sequence of 
events there is nothing opposed to the generally accepted view- 
that the supervision exercised by Phidias over the buildings of 
Pericles was concerned chiefly with their sculptured decoration. 
The bringing of marble from the Pentelic quarries to the 
Ergasteria on the Acropolis,^ in the last year of work on the 
statue, but before the pediment sculptures had been begun 
(eighth year, 1. 27), would seem to favor the interpretation 
that Phidias intended to turn from one to the other. Against 
attributing the pediment sculptures to Phidias, now that they 
must be dated after 439, is the badly contaminated passage from 
Philochorus (Schol. Aristophanes, Pax, 605), a vague reference 
in Seneca (VIII, 2), and Nicole's dubious interpretation of the 
Geneva Papyrus (now refuted by an equally dubious interpre- 
tation by Pareti). In favor of placing the work on the Olym- 
pian Zeus before that on the Athena Parthenos, so that Phidias 
could have been in Athens from 439 to 432, is the earlier date 
of the Temple at Olympia, the evidence for placing the trial 
just before the Peloponnesian War (Aristophanes, Pax, 605 ; 
Diodorus, XII, 39-41 ; Plutarch, Pericles, 31 ; Pseudo-Aristo- 
demus, XVI, 1; Suidas, s.v. <I>et^ta?), and the sequence of events 
in the Parthenon inscriptions. The second alternative seems 
to me the better; and I still believe that the pediment sculp- 
tures, dating from 439/8 to 433/2 B.C., were done under the 
direct supervision of Phidias himself.^ 

Of the tenth year we have only the end, preserved on frag- 
ment K (Z Gr. I, 311),* assigned to this position because the 
ends of the eighth, eleventh, and twelfth years are preserved 
on other fragments, while the entry ixiaOofidrov for the ninth 

1 Mr. Woodward places the fragment B (I, 297 a), which reveals this fact, 
in the tenth or thirteenth year, making the first year of work on the pediments 
the tenth or eleventh of the series, on the principle that if the work began in 
the ninth year it would last too long, at least six years {I.e. p. 195). It actu- 
ally did last six years, if not seven. 

2 The use of the word Ergasteria in the following years shows plainly that 
they were the sculptors' workshops. 

2 Mr. Woodward, to whom the discovery of the payments to the iyoKimroTroiol 
is due, accepts Nicole's dates and concludes that the sculptors received " little 
or no assistance from Phidias himself " (I.e. p. 198). 

* Dated by Cavaignac as of the first year. 
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year appears on B, and because if K were placed in the 
thirteenth year at the end of column IV it would appear, to 
avoid colliding with fragment I, too high above the bottom 
of the stele. 

L. 95 — these doors, evidently of the naos, Cavaignac supposes to 
have been those of a workshop or temporary gates of the Acropolis. 

L. 96 — HIEP[as oiKuis], Michaelis, on the analogy of the wrongly 
identified fragment I.G. I, 312-313. 

L. 97 — [cmjSKEYES, Bannier. 

L. 98 — the salaries of the epistatae and their secretary, cf. 
col. V, 1. 38. 

The record of the eleventh year, at the top of column IV, 
can be almost completely restored from C + + P (Z (r. I, 
297 b, Cavaignac, Fig. 26, B.S.A. 1909-1910, p. 187), as joined 
by Woodward and Cavaignac, and identified by the name of 
the first secretary of the senate, Peithiades. 

L. 1 — ANI[ikX?s 'OeOev?^ EAPAM, Woodward (J.c. p. 188). 

L. 3 — l_fi.fji.a.T£V€v «7ri EvOvfiiv] OS, Woodward. 

L. 9 — restored according to the number of missing letters, this is 
the first recorded sale of ivory. 

L. 13 — a sale of the wooden wheels used for transporting marble; 
the last two words read by Cavaignac. 

L. 15 — [Ka]TTITEPA, Cavaignac; but the final is plainly to be 
seen in his Fig. 26 ; this is probably the surplus of what was used 
for the trappings and decorations of the Panathenaic frieze. 

The beginning of the twelfth year appears on F (J. G^. I, 
300 a), which joins C. The fragment Q (^.*S'.^. 1909-1910, 
p. 190) was correctly dated by Woodward {I.e. pp. 194-196) 
as of the twelfth year with the beginning of the thirteenth, 
though on the basis of a hypothesis which does not exclude 
the eighth and ninth years or the ninth and tenth ; I therefore 
note that my location of G and B confines Q to the twelfth 
and thirteenth years. The numbering of the lines on F is 
made certain by the junction to C ; the fragment Q is located 
by allowing to the twelfth year the average thirty-three lines. 

L. 34 — the unusually long space for the name of the first secre- 
tary of the senate is confirmed by a similar long gap in the Propylaea 
record of this year. 
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L. 36 — [evtauTo To]YTO TA[8€], Foucart and Cavaignac. 

L. 66— [Xi^ay]OA[ms], Woodward. 

L. 68 — [t]OU UIG)0[v], Woodward implies that only one stone 
was transported in this year, and that the plural T05 in the next 
line is therefore a mistate ; it is better to suppose that tos XiOo's was 
intended as in other years, and that the mistake lay in cutting U 
twice. 

L. 62 — omitted by Woodward. 

L. 63 — [tovto rdSe], Woodward. 

The first line of the thirteenth year appears on the same 
fragment Q, as was recognized by Woodward. Here too must 
come the reverse of Cavaignac's smaller fragment N, the ob- 
verse of which belongs in the fourth and fifth years ; it con- 
tains only two letters, OS, perfectly preserved as when the 
chisel left them, so that it is difficult to comprehend Cavaignac's 
inability to find them a second time (?.c. p. Ix, n. 2), and his 
representation of them as one above the other. These two 
letters appear at the level of 1. 90 of column I, and so 0.43 m. 
above the bottom of the stele ; the last certain line above this 
is 1. 39, opposite 1. 35 of the obverse ; the restoration of the 
obverse requires sixty-one lines in the gap, equivalent to sixty- 
seven of the more closely spaced lines of the reverse, so that 
the two letters OS would have appeared in 1. 106. 

L. 67 — the choice of formulae allowed here by Woodward (l.c, 
p. 193) is impossible; we must restore that of the five last years. 

L. 67 — [• • -JOS, Woodward, but a vertical hasta, as of E, ap- 
pears on the stone. 

L. 106 — the length of the line is evidence for the restoration 
proposed. 

On the analogy of the eleventh and twelfth years, we should 
restore four more lines after this entry, making 110 lines in all, 
with the account ending 0.37 m. above the bottom of the stele. 

Evidently the work was now nearly finished, and therefore, 
though both sides of the stele had been filled, it was not 
deemed necessary to set up a second stele. The edges, hitherto 
probably left rough as they still remain in the Propylaea stele, 
were worked smooth and formed additional space for the 
accounts. That of the fourteenth year, inscribed on the right 
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edge (with reference to the obverse), is now complete, begin- 
ning on fragments D + E (Z Gr. 1, 301), and continued on A (/. Gr. 
I, 221) and H (I, 307), which I fitted side by side to the bottom 
of E. 

,OI$Eni^lATE$IHOI5 
ANTIKUE5EAPAMMATE ¥[«] 
_ri TESTETAPTESKAIAE 
l\ATE§B0UE5HEIMETA 
5 AENESrPOTOSEAPAMM 

ATE YEEP IK PATETOSA PX 
ONTOSAOEN A 101 SI N 
VEMMATATOENIAYTO 
TOY TOTAAE 
10 XHHH PEPIAENOMENOM 
H|aAA MENEKTOPPOTEPC 
EN I A Y T 
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H H Z [A j [(7 t K a I X I OS a V a T I 0^ 

Phil L[]<ri£7rtTa K v K X aj 

35 M p3 X H H ~~A A [a A ju, a T o tt o] I 15 

ENA[t£Tiovya0 5OO5 

n< A TA t\/[£ V t o]l§ (?) 

[,r £ ,j]l E[y £ r] E T 

[to £VlaUT]'^TO\/[To] 
[X/O UO'0<TTa Tip £ s] 

(^A a jji, <j> (r a K e v o t] 
[^Z^[»l§§][i^|0 uo-oo-Ta rep t s] 
[H E K T E] [K « ^ t K £ r o i] 

L. 17 — the treasurers of Athena, having devoted their attention 
exclusively to the statue of Athena between 443/2 and 439/8 b.c, 
and to the Propylaea in 437/6 to 436/4, now return to the Parthenon. 

L. 22 — pAAA (?), Kirchhoff; I complete the weight to fit the 
ratio 14 : 1, as described below. 

L. 26 — the weight of the ivory was more than 2 talents 60 dr., 
but less than 4 talents 5960 dr. ; the value, in proportion to silver 
or gold, was at most less than half of the quotations for the best 
ivory in recent times, though this is offset by the modem decrease 
in the actual value of gold and silver. 

LI. 35-36 — the formula was suggested by Woodward (J.c. p. 192, 
n. 4) in connection with I. G. I, 307, and is now confirmed by the 
junction to I.O. I, 221, which adds the interesting fact that in 
434/3, the sixth year of work on the pediments, the sculptors were 
paid 16,392 dr. 

L. 38 — no word indicating the class of people who received this 
payment, such as the use of the dative case would require, can fit 
this space ; the only possible word is Karawtvloi^, which should prop- 
erly be in the genitive case ; this is the usual place, just after the 
payment to the sculptors, for the entry Kwrofiiviov. These are the 
monthly salaries of the architect, the epistatae, and their secretary ; 
the amount, 1800 dr., is correct for six persons paid 30 dr. a month, 
i.e. the architect, the secretary, and four epistatae (whose number 
varied, however, from three to five). 

L. 39 — the amount of the surplus is unknown ; the receipts 
amounted to 29,147 dr. 4 ob., of which at least 20,620 dr. 3 ob. were 
expended. 
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Herodotus (III, 95) says the ratio of values of equal weights 
of gold and silver was as 13:1; but from the slight traces on 
our inscription Kirchhoff conjectured that the ratio rose to 
rather more than 14 : 1 (Monatsb. Berl. Akad. 1861, 860 f.). On 
a fragment of the accounts for the chryselephantine statue (Z Q-. 
I, 298 suppl. p. 146) one may read, according to the usual in- 
terpretation, that 6 talents, 1528 (or -9) or 1618 (or -9) 
drachmae, and 5 obols weight of gold cost 87 talents 4652 dr. 
of silver. It seems better to read the Mill with the marginal 
entry, as 87 talents 4652 dr. 5 ob., a fourteenth of which would 
be 6 talents 1618 dr. l- ob. (fnTXp[H]Ani-l-l-[C]), exactly 
fitting the indications on the stone and giving the ratio as 
exactly 14:1. 

By the end of 433/2 B.C. the work had been completely 
finished.^ As appears from the junction of F (/. Gr. I, 301 a) 
to C, the account of this fifteenth year was inscribed, not on 
the narrow edge below the fourteenth year, as has been sup- 
posed, but on the opposite narrow edge, so that all four faces 
of the stele were used. The position of the account is remark- 
able; instead of beginning at the top of the stele, as on the 
three other faces, it begins 0.57 m. below the top. 

[T]OI§En ISTATE § I H 

[i]SANTI K^ESEA PAM 
MATEYE:Eni TE5PEM[,r] 

~ ESKAI AEKATESBO U 
5 ESHEIKPITIAAE?n PO 
TOSEA PAMMATEYE 

En IA<t>§EYAOSAPXO ^ 

[t]:)saoenaiois:i,emn 

[aT]ATOENIAYTOTAAE 
10 [ir£]PIAENOMENO 

[|a;a£v]~KTOnPOT 

[ep oev lav to] 

The dimensions of the stele can be calculated with a fair 
degree of accuracy. The thickness, as already noted, was uni- 

1 Michaelis attempted to assign to 432/1 b.c, the fragment of the third year, 
LG. I, 302 a. 
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formly 0.198 m., except at the very bottom, where it was 
increased to 0.21 m. by a werkzoll (as on the Propylaea stele) 
covering the reverse to a height of 0.20 ni.^ As for the width, 
we may estimate from J that the money column was at least 
0.21 m. wide, the item column at least 0.31 m., both together 
amounting to a width of more than 0.52 m. The length of 
the prescript of the eleventh year (0 + P), i.e. the combined 
widths of the money and item columns, was 0.58 m.^ The 
total width of the two double columns would be somewhat 
more than twice this amount, or about 1.20 m., a result similar 
to that which we shall obtain for the Propylaea stele. The 
height can be estimated only by the spacing of the lines. On 
the obverse, the first twenty-nine lines occupy a space of 0.51 m., 
after which the lines are spaced regularly 0.0165 m. In the 
first column we require one hundred and sixteen lines, measur- 
ing 0.51 m. (11. 1-29) H- 1.43 m. (11. 30-116) = 1.94 m.; the 
last line is 0.088 m. above the bottom of the stele, which would 
have been therefore about 2.04 m. high. Each broad face con- 
tained two double columns, each narrow edge one. In column 
I, including the first annual prescript which extended entirely 
across the stele, were one hundred and sixteen lines, ending 
0.088 m. above the bottom ; in column II, one hundred and 
nine lines ending 0.195 m. above the bottom; on the reverse, 
the werkzoll covered about 0.20 m. at the bottom, and the 
inscriptions ended about 0.16 m. higher; on the right edge, 
the fourteenth year's account began at the top and covered 
forty-four lines ; and on the left edge the fifteenth year's 
account began 0.57 m. below the top, and was of unknown 
length. 

In conclusion, the historical facts gleaned from this inscrip- 
tion may be summarized, with the assistance of other chrono- 
logical sources, somewhat as follows : 

Year I, 447/6 B.C.; Timarchides archon, of Aphidna 

undersecretary of the epistatae, Diodorus of Paeonidae secre- 

1 This appears on Mi but is badly footworn, having evidently formed the 
surface of a mediaeval pavement. 

^ The letters are spaced IJ cm. on centres ; the first letter of P is 0.36 m. 
from the right edge of the stele, and sixteen more spacings are needed to com- 
plete the restoration. 
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tary of the Hellenotamiae. The Parthenon begun with Ictinus 
and Callicrates as architects. 

Year II, 446/5 B.C.; Callimachus archon. Work temporarily 
suspended on account of the campaign in Euboea. 

Year III, 445/4 B.C. ; Lysimachides archon, Eu secre- 
tary of the Hellenotamiae. Work on the Parthenon resumed. 

Year IV, 444/3 b.o. ; Praxiteles archon, Strombichus of 
ChoUeidae secretary of the Hellenotamiae. The earliest extant 
notice of the contribution of the a7rap%e(then 42,675 dr. 5 ob.); 
Pericles falsely accused of the misuse of the Delian funds, by 
Thucydides ; the charge dismissed and Thucydides ostracized. 
The new fleet of triremes finished and the surplus money 
(90,000 dr.) turned over to the Pai'thenon. 

Wood is purchased, probably for scaffolding. 

Year V, 443/2 B.C. ; Lysanias archon, Timotheus annual 
secretary of the epistatae, Anticles appointed permanent under- 
secretary ; Sophiades of Eleusis secretary of the Hellenotamiae. 
The middle long wall finished by Callicrates, and the surplus 
funds devoted to the Parthenon. The treasurers of Athena 
cease to contribute to the Parthenon, apparentlj'' because their 
money was needed to begin the chryselephantine statue. 

Year VI, 442/1 B.C. ; Diphilus archon, Anticles undersecre- 
tary of the epistatae, Chalcideus of Melite secretary of the 
Hellenotamiae. 

Year VII, 441/0 B.C. ; Timocles archon, Anticles under- 
secretary of the epistatae. The columns channeled, and work 
begun on the ceilings and roof. 

Year VIII, 440/39 B.C. ; Mory chides archon, Anticles under- 
secretary of the epistatae, Sosistratus of Hybadae secretary of 
the Hellenotamiae. Work on the ceilings and roof completed ; 
ivory bought, and gold and silver workers paid, for decorating 
the pedestal of the chryselephantine statue ; marble brought to 
the ateliers, probably to be in readiness for beginning the pedi- 
ment sculptures. 

Year IX, 439/8 B.C. ; Glaucinus archon, Dionysiphilus (?) 
of Probalinthus secretary of the epistatae, Anticles under- 
secretary, of Rhamnus (or Hagnus) secretary of the 

Hellenotamiae. Contributions from private individuals, 
hitherto given for the chryselephantine statue, now given to 
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the Parthenon. The statue completed by Phidias; its sur- 
plus material turned over to the Parthenon by the epistatae 
of the statue, and the gold and silver begin to be sold, perhaps 
to assist in paying for the carving of the pediment sculptures 
(which were probably likewise the work of Phidias and of his 
assistants). The Parthenon virtually completed, and surplus 
wood from the scaffoldings and roof is sold. The pediment 
sculptures begun and no other work done in this year. 

Year X, 438/7 B.C. ; Theodoras archon, Anticles under- 
secretary of the epistatae, of Acharnae secretary of the 

Hellenotamiae. The doors of the naos set in place, completing 
the work on the temple ; the statue of Athena Parthenos dedi- 
cated at the Panathenaic festival. 

Year XI, 437/6 B.C. ; Euthymenes archon, Peithiades first 
secretary of the senate ; Anticles acting secretary of the epis- 
tatae, cus of the Ceramicus secretary of the Hellenotamiae. 

The Propylaea begun, whereupon the Hellenotamiae cease to 
contribute to the Parthenon, and the treasurers of Athena, 
instead of resuming their contributions for the construction of 
the Parthenon (now that the statue has been completed), like- 
wise divert their funds to the Propylaea. Surplus ivory 
and tin sold, and work henceforth confined to the pediment 
sculptures. 

Year XII, 436/5 b.c. ; Lysimachus archon, Anticles ap- 
pointed permanent secretary of the epistatae, Philetaerus (or 
Philemonides) of Aexone secretary of the Hellenotamiae. 

Year XIII, 435/4 B.C. ; Antiochides archon, as first 

secretary of the senate, Anticles secretary of the epistatae, 
Thoinilus (of Acharnae) of the Hellenotamiae. 

Year XIV, 434/3 B.C.; Ci'ates archon, Metagenes first sec- 
retary of the senate, Anticles secretary of the epistatae. Crates 
(of Lamptrae) of the treasurers of Athena, Protonicus (of the 
Ceramicus) of the Hellenotamiae. As the Propylaea approach 
completion, the treasurers of Athena give part of their funds 
to the Parthenon sculptures. Of the total receipts 29,147 dr. 
4 ob. in this year, 16,392 dr. given as wages to the sculptors, 
and 1800 dr. as salaries to the epistatae and their secretary. 

Year XV, 433/2 B.C. ; Apseudes archon, Critiades first secre- 
tary of the senate, Anticles secretary of the epistatae, Euthias 
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(of Anaphlystus) of the treasurers of Athena. The Parthenon 
sculptures completed and the accounts closed ; Phidias accused 
of embezzlement and impiety, imprisoned, and later executed ; 
the outbreak of the Peloponnesian War at the same time 
terminates work on the Propylaea and the Erechtheum. 

William B. Dinsmoob. 

American School of Classical 
Studies, Athens. 



CORRECTION 

In the last line of the note on page 542 of the last volume of this 
Journal (XVI, 1912, p. 542), for 30.95 m. read 26.40 m. 



